2002 Evaluation Criteria for WRIA 5 Project Proposals

The Stillaguamish Lead Entity will use the following criteria to evaluate the benefit to salmon, certainty of success,
and socioeconomic impacts of all 4™ Round Salmon Grant applications to the Salmon Recovery Funding Board.

Benefit to Salmon (50 pts)

a) How does the project directly benefit the abundance, diversity, and distribution of a listed salmonid species?
(10 pt)

b) How does the project protect and reconnect habitat? (10 pt)

¢) How does the project protect and restore natural ecosystems processes? (10 pt)

d) How does the project solve the cause of the problem, not the symptom? (10 pt)

e) Does the project have a broad geographic effect? (5 pt)

f) What is the documentation for this project, its importance/priority and the salmonid limiting factors addressed
by the work? Identify watershed analyses, plans, or research.’ (5 pt)

Certainty of Success (25 pts)
g) What is the likelihood of completion within 2-3 years? Explain if the full certainty of benefit from the project
may take longer to achieve. (5 pt)

h) Does the project require limited maintenance, work with natural ecosystem processes, and is it self-
sustaining? (5 pt)

i) Are project design, methods, and materials appropriate in scale and complexity to efficiently accomplish the
work? (5 pt)

j) Are monitoring plans or elements incorporated into already existing monitoring systems (e.g., stream
gauging, enumeration of outmigrants) wherever possible? Where not appropriate, is new monitoring
occurring at the watershed level or larger scale? For acquisitions, explain how a land management plan will
direct the stewardship of the property in the future. (5 pt)

k) What is the project’s relation to previous habitat projects on site or nearby? Does it build on or correct
previous work? (5 pt)

Socioeconomic Impacts (25 pts)
[) Does the project have community support in terms of volunteer contributors and/or local partners? (5 pt)

m) What proportion of total cost is in the form of matching funds (one point for each 10% greater than 15%
total)? (5 pt)

n) What alternatives were considered during the project design phase? Is this project the least cost alternative
to achieve the desired outcome? (5 pt)

0) Does the project produce secondary community benefits (e.g., increased public safety, decreased risk of
property damage, improvements to physical infrastructure)? (5 pt)

p) Does the project enhance community education about the watershed? What are the outreach elements of
the project? (5 pt)
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